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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: The Amendment filed 03/06/06 to the RCE 
filed 07/20/05. 

2. The objection to Claims 12 and 32 have been withdrawn as necessitated by Amendment. 

3. The rejection of claims 17, 23, and 33-35 under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, has 
been withdrawn as necessitated by Amendment. 

4. Claims 1-1 1, 13-29, and 3 1-36 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Elliott et al (US: 5,572,649 1 l/05/96)(Hereafter Elliott) in view of 
Microsoft's, Microsoft Word 2000, 12/31/99, pp. 1-15. 

5. Claims 1-11, 13-29, 3 1-36 are pending in this case. Claims 1, 10, 17, 23, 26, and 29 are 
independent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentabihty shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 



7. Claims 1-11, 13-29, and 31-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Elliott et al (US: 5,572,649 1 l/05/96)(Hereafter Elliott) in view of Microsoft's, Microsoft 



Word 2000, 12/31/99, pp. 1-15. 
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-In regard to independent claims 1 & 10, Elliott teaches an apparatus and method 
comprising: 

a computer interface to receive video (Figs. 3 & 8: 85)(column 2, lines 32-36); 

a controller (equivalent to the user utiHzing the electronic conferencing application 
window)(Fig. 6: 92) to display a local video object (Fig. 8: 205) and the remote video (Fig. 8: 
200) within a text object (Fig. 8); and 

wherein the user can adjust the position of the local video object (Fig. 8: 205) in response 
to displaying the remote video (Fig. 8: 205)(colunrm 8, lines 48-51), wherein to adjust the 
position of the of the at least one object arranges the at least one object in a manner so that both 
video and the at least one object are prevented from having an impeded view (Fig. 8: 205 & 200: 
i.e. both videos/objects are arranged so that their views are not impeded). 

Elliott fixrther teaches wherein the video objects in the word processor application can be 
moved (column 8, lines 49-51) and resized (column 9, lines 2-12). Elliott does not specifically 
teach wherein the text and the video in the display window were both able to be positioned to be 
both viewable without obstruction. Word 2000 teaches displaying a video (Word 2000: pp. 11- 
13: "Motion Clips") in a text document (Word 2000: pp. 10) such that the video and text are 
displayed so both are viewable without obstruction after adjusting the text object (Word 2000: 
pp. 14). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
for Elliot to have adjusted the text so that both the video and text were not obstructed, because 
Word 2000 teaches that by adjusting the text, all relevant text was always available to be viewed 
and thus no essential information would be covered. 



Application/Control Number: 09/803,530 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2178 

-In regard to dependent claim 2, Elliott teaches wherein the controller (user) can adjust 
the position of said local video (i.e. images) object (Fig. 8: 205) in response to displaying the 
remote video (Fig. 8: 205)(column 8, lines 48-51). 

-In regard to dependent claims 3 and 13-14, Elliott teaches wherein the controller (user) 
can adjust the position of the local video object (Fig. 8: 205) in response to adjusting the location 
or size (column 9, lines 2-12) of the remote video (Fig. 8: 205)(column 8, lines 48-51). 

-In regard to dependent claim 4, Elliott teaches wherein the controller allows the remote 
video to be displayed (Fig. 8: 200) while the contents of the local video object are updated (Fig. 
8: 205)(i.e. Both real-time videos are shown changing at the same time). 

-In regard to dependent claim 5, Elliott teaches wherein the controller displays the video 
(Fig. 8: 200 & 205) in a window of a word processor application (column 7, lines 50-51)(Fig. 8: 
88). 

-In regard to dependent claims 6 and 16 Elliott teaches wherein the interface receives the 
video over a wireless network (columns 5 & 6, lines 66-67 & l-5)(Fig. 3), 

-In regard to dependent claim 7, Elliott teaches wherein the interface comprises a disk 
drive (Fig. 1: 20). 



Application/Control Number: 09/803,530 Page 5 

Art Unit; 2178 

-In regard to dependent claim 8, Elliott teaches wherein the interface receives the video 
over a network (columns 5 & 6, Hnes 66-67 & l-5)(Fig. 3). 

-In regard to dependent claim 1 1 , Elliott teaches wherein displaying the object comprises 
displaying the local video (i.e. images) (Fig. 8: 205) on the display (Fig. 8: 85). 

-In regard to dependent claim 9, Elliott teaches wherein the interface receives the video 
over a plurality of communication means including local area network, fiber optic link, and 
satellite link (columns 5 & 6, lines 66-67 & 1-2). Elliott does not specifically teach wherein the 
communications means was a universal serial bus. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, for the communication means of Elliott to 
have been an universal serial bus, because it was notoriously well known in the art at the time of 
the invention that universal serial buses provided a simple high bandwidth connection with the 
ability to automatically add and configure new devices and the ability to add such devices 
without having to shut down and restart the system. 

-In regard to dependent claim 15, Elliot teaches a disk drive as part of the computing 
system (Fig. 1: 20)(column 4, hnes 57-65). Elliot does not teach wherein the video was stored 
and received fi*om a disk drive. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention for Elliot to have stored the video on the local or remote (column 5, 
lines 49-52) disk drive and retrieved that video when necessary to be shown on said display, 
because disk drives were notoriously well known in the art to maintain a high storage capacity 
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which said video would need as well as provided fast access time and increased portability 
across multiple computers connected to the network. 

-In regard to independent claim 17, Elliot teaches a computer readable medium 
containing instructions executed by a processor to: 

display a video (Fig. 8: 200 & 205) in a window (Fig. 8: 85); 
display text in the window (Fig. 8: 88); and 

wherein the text is displayed in a manner that allows both the text and the video to 
be viewable in the window (Fig. 8). 

Elliott further teaches wherein the video objects in the word processor application can be 
moved (column 8, lines 49-51) and resized (column 9, lines 2-12). Elliott does not specifically 
teach wherein the text and the video in the display window were both able to be positioned to be 
both viewable without obstruction wherein if the text was not viewed in its entirety in the 
window, enabling scrolling of the window to view remaining portions of the text and wherein the 
text was scrolled arranging the remaining portions of the text to surround the video. Word 2000 
teaches displaying a video (Word 2000: pp. 11-13: "Motion Clips") in a text document (Word 
2000: pp. 10) such that the video and text are displayed so both are viewable without obstruction 
(Word 2000: pp. 14). Word 2000 also teaches enabling scrolling of the window (Word 2000: pp. 
3: Scroll Bar) wherein the scroll bar could be used to view the remaining portions of the text 
currently not viewable, and wherein the remaining portions of the text were arranged to surround 
(i.e. displayed on the same page bordering or enclosing) the video. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for Elliot to have adjusted the text 
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so that both the video and text were not obstructed and to enable scrolling of the window when 
the text was not viewable in its entirety, because Word 2000 teaches that by adjusting the text, all 
relevant text was always available to be viewed and thus no essential information would be 
covered. 

-In regard to dependent claim 18, Elliot teach wherein the computer readable medium has 
application to any window-based graphic user interface display system (column 6, lines 5-7) over 
an electronic network (columns 5 & 6, lines 66-67 & 1-2). Elliot does not specifically teach 
wherein the video was displayed in a window of an Internet browsing application. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for the application of 
Elliot to have been an Internet browsing application, because Internet browsers (e.g. Netscape, 
Intemet Explorer, etc.) where notoriously well known in the art to be windows-based graphical 
user interfaces for conducting business over long distances over a network, which was the 
preferred embodiment of Elliot (column 6, lines 3-5), and would have provided the application of 
Elliot a larger scaled network as provided by the Intemet. 

-In regard to dependent claims 19, Elliott teaches wherein the controller displays the 
video (Fig. 8: 200 & 205) in a window of a word processor application (column 7, lines 50- 
51)(Fig. 8: 88). 

-In regard to dependent claims 20 and 21, Elliot teaches wherein the video objects in the 
word processor application can be moved (column 8, lines 49-51) and resized (column 9, hues 2- 
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12). Elliot does not teach adjusting the text in the word processor (Fig. 8) in response to moving 
and resizing the video objects. Word 2000 teaches wherein moving (Word 2000: Pages 6-7: 
notice object movement) or resizing (Word 2000: Pages 8-9: notice object resizing) viewable 
objects in a word processor application result in adjusting the text (Word 2000: Pages 6-7 & 8-9: 
notice adjusted text) in response to said movements. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for Elliot to have adjusted the text in response 
to the movement of the video objects, because Word 2000 teaches that by adjusting the text, all 
relevant text was always available to be viewed and thus no essential information would be 
covered. 

-In regard to dependent claim 22, Elliott teaches wherein the interface receives the video 
over a wireless network (columns 5 & 6, lines 66-67 & l-5)(Fig. 3). 

-In regard to independent claim 23, Elliot teach a method for: 

displaying text in a window of a software application on a computer (column 6, 
lines 50-51)(Fig. 8); 

displaying video (Fig. 8: 205 'local video' & 200 'remote video') in the window 
of the software appUcation within the text object (Fig. 8); 

Elliot does not teach adjusting the text, in response to displaying the video objects 
in the window, in the manner that both the text and video do not have an impeded view wherein 
if the text was not viewed in its entirety in the window, enabling scrolling of the window to view 
remaining portions of the text and wherein the text was scrolled arranging the remaining portions 
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of the text to surround the video. Word 2000 teaches displaying a video (Word 2000: pp. 1 1-13: 
"Motion cups") in a text document (Word 2000: pp. 10) such that the video and text are 
displayed so both are viewable without obstruction after adjusting the text object (Word 2000: 
pp. 14). Word 2000 also teaches enabling scroUing of the window (Word 2000: pp. 3: Scroll 
Bar) wherein the scroll bar could be used to view the remaining portions of the text currently not 
viewable, and wherein the remaining portions of the text were arranged to surround (i.e. 
displayed on the same page bordering or enclosing) the video. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for Elliot to have adjusted the text so 
that both the video and text were not obstructed and to enable scrolling of the window when the 
text was not viewable in its entirety, because Word 2000 teaches that by adjusting the text, all 
relevant text was always available to be viewed and thus no essential information would be 
covered. 

-In regard to dependent claim 24, Elliot teaches displaying the local video (i.e. images) 
object (Fig. 8: 205) with the text and the remote video (Fig. 8: 205) in the word processor 
application, wherein all three are substantially simultaneously viewable (Fig. 8). 

-In regard to dependent claim 25, Elliot teaches wherein the video objects in the word 
processor application can be moved (column 8, Unes 49-51) and resized (column 9, lines 2-12). 
Elliot does not specifically teach adjusting the text in the word processor (Fig. 8) in response to 
moving or resizing the video objects to prevent the text and video to have an impeded view. 
Word 2000 teaches wherein moving (Word 2000: Pages 6-7: notice object movement) or 
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resizing (Word 2000: Pages 8-9: notice object resizing) viewable objects in a word processor 
application result in adjusting the text (Word 2000: Pages 6-7 & 8-9: notice adjusted text) in 
response to said movements. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention for Elliot to have adjusted the text in response to the movement of the video 
objects, because Word 2000 teaches that by adjusting the text, all relevant text was always 
available to be viewed and thus no essential information would be covered. 

-In regard to independent claim 26, Elliot teach an apparatus comprising: 

an interface to receive a video signal (Figs. 3 & 8: 85)(column 2, lines 32-36); 
a controller to: 

display an application having text (Fig. 8); 

display the video signal in a video portion of the appUcation (Fig. 
8: 200 & 205); and 

allowing both the text and the video to be viewed substantially 
simultaneously (Fig. 8). 

Elliot also teaches wherein the apparatus has application to any window-based graphic 
user interface display system (column 6, lines 5-7) over an electronic network (columns 5 & 6, 
lines 66-67 & 1-2). EUiot does not specifically teach wherein the video was displayed in a 
window of an Internet browsing application. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention for the appUcation of Elliot to have been an Internet 
browsing application, because Internet browsers (e.g. Netscape, Intemet Explorer, etc.) where 
notoriously well known in the art to be windows-based graphical user interfaces for conducting 
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business over long distances over a network, which was the preferred embodiment of Elliot 
(column 6, Hnes 3-5), and would have provided the application of Elliot a larger scaled network 
as provided by the Internet. 

Elliott further teaches wherein the video objects in the word processor application can be 
moved (column 8, lines 49-51) and resized (column 9, lines 2-12). Elliott does not specifically 
teach wherein the text and the video in the display window were both able to be positioned to be 
both viewable without obstruction. Word 2000 teaches displaying a video (Word 2000: pp. 11- 
13: "Motion Clips") in a text document (Word 2000: pp. 10) such that the video and text are 
displayed so both are viewable without obstruction after adjusting the text object (Word 2000: 
pp. 14). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
for Elliot to have adjusted the text so that both the video and text were not obstructed, because 
Word 2000 teaches that by adjusting the text, all relevant text was always available to be viewed 
and thus no essential information would be covered. 

-In regard to dependent claims 27 and 28, Elliot teach wherein the apparatus allows 
moving (column 8, lines 49-51) and re-sizing (column 9, hnes 2-12) the video portion in the 
application. Elliot does not teach adjusting the text in the application in response moving or re- 
sizing the video objects. Word 2000 teaches wherein moving (Word 2000: Pages 6-7: notice 
object movement) or resizing (Word 2000: Pages 8-9: notice object resizing) viewable objects in 
a word processor application result in adjusting the text (Word 2000: Pages 6-7 & 8-9: notice 
adjusted text) in response to said movements. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention for ElUot to have adjusted the text in response to the 
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movement of the video objects, because Word 2000 teaches that by adjusting the text, all 
relevant text was always available to be viewed and thus no essential information would be 
covered. 

-In regard to independent claim 29, Elliot teaches an article comprising a machine 
readable storage medium enabling a processor to: 

display a first object (text) in a window (Fig. 8); 

display a second object (video window) in a window within the text (Fig. 8; 200 & 205). 

Elliot does not teach wherein scrolling the first object in the window around the second 
object in the window in response to enabling scrolling to prevent an obstructed view for both 
objects. Word 2000 teaches enabling scrolling (Word 2000: Pages 4-5) of a first object (text), 
wherein after enabling scrolling the first object (text) scrolls around the second object (viewable 
object)(Word 2000: Page 3: Pre-ScroU & Page 6: Post Scroll). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for Elliot to have adjusted the text in 
response to enabling scrolling around the video objects, because Word 2000 teaches that by 
scrolling the text, the displayed objects obtain a better look & feel based on the flowing text 
around the viewable object as well as making sure all of the relevant text of Elliot would always 
available to be viewed and thus no essential information would be covered. 

-In regard to dependent claims 3 1 and 32, Elliot teaches wherein the object comprise text 
(Figs. 6 & 8). 
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-In regard to dependent claims 33-36, Elliot does not teach adjusting the text, in response 
to displaying the video objects in the window, in the manner that both the text and video do not 
have an impeded view wherein if the text was not viewed in its entirety in the window, enabling 
scrolling of the window to view remaining portions of the text and wherein the text was scrolled 
arranging the remaining portions of the text to surround the video. Word 2000 teaches 
displaying a video (Word 2000: pp, 1 1-13: "Motion Clips") in a text document (Word 2000: pp. 
10) such that the video and text are displayed so both are viewable without obstruction after 
adjusting the text object (Word 2000: pp. 14). Word 2000 also teaches enabling scrolling of the 
window (Word 2000: pp. 3: Scroll Bar) wherein the scroll bar could be used to view the 
remaining portions of the text currently not viewable, and wherein the remaining portions of the 
text were arranged to surround (i.e. displayed on the same page bordering or enclosing) the 
video. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
for Elliot to have adjusted the text so that both the video and text were not obstructed and to 
enable scrolling of the window when the text was not viewable in its entirety, because Word 
2000 teaches that by adjusting the text, all relevant text was always available to be viewed and 
thus no essential information would be covered. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 03/06/06 have been fixlly considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

-In response to Apphcant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by combining or 
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modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some 
teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 
5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and/n re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed Cir. 
1992). In this case, Elliot teaches a user interface window that can contain both text and video 
objects. Elliot also teaches wherein the video objects could be moved or resized in relation to the 
user interface window. However, as stated above in the rejection, Elliot fails to teach that when 
the video objects overlap the text object in the user interface window, adjusting the text object so 
that the full text of the interface window could still be viewed. The Word 2000 reference has 
been reUed upon to teach that when graphic or video objects are overlapped with a text object, 
the text object automatically adjusts so that the both the foil text and the graphic/video objects 
can still be viewed in their entirety. The features of text wrapping/scrolling as shown in the 
Word 2000 reference are considered to be consistent with what was well known in the art at the 
time of the invention (Please Note Other Prior Art Reference of Record). The Word 2000 
reference also clearly teaches the benefit that by adjusting the text around the object, all relevant 
text was always available to be viewed and as such no essential information would be covered. 
Thus the Elliot reference could be modified in such a fashion that a user could view both the 
video objects in the user interface window as well as being able to view the entire text object in 
the interface window at the same time. 
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Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

10. The prior art made of record and not rehed upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

US-6,08 1,816 06-2000 Agrawal 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adam L. Basehoar whose telephone number is (571)-272-4121. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 7:00am - 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steve Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for pubKshed appUcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



